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Remarks/Arguments : 

Claims 1-3 have been amended. No new matter is introduced herein. Claims 
1-3 are pending. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite that the suspension holder has an inner 
circumferential portion which is spaced apart from the voice coil body. Claims 2 and 
3 have been amended similar to claim 1. No new matter is introduced herein. Basis 
for the amendment can be found, for example, at page 4, line 14 - page 5, line 3, 
and Fig. 2 of the subject specification. 

Claims 1-3 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Funahashi et al. (US 2003/0185415) in view of Matsuda et al. (US 
7,394,913). It is respectfully submitted, however, that these claims are patentable 
over the cited art of record for the reasons set forth below. 

Claim 1, as amended, includes features neither disclosed nor suggested by the 
cited art, namely: 

... a supporting section attached to the voice coil body ... 

... the suspension holder has an inner circumferential 
portion which is spaced apart from the voice coil body , 
the inner circumferential portion is disposed on a top 
surface of the supporting section and is coupled via only 
an adhesive to the voice coil body ... (emphasis added) 

Claims 2 and 3 include similar recitations. 

Funahashi et al. disclose, in Fig. 8, a loudspeaker including voice coil member 
15, diaphragm 26 and suspension holder 25. An inner peripheral part of diaphragm 
26 is linked with a middle section of suspension holder 25. (Paragraph [0054].) An 
inner peripheral part of suspension holder 25 is linked with voice coil member 15. 
(Paragraph [0053].) 

As acknowledged by the Examiner on page 3 of the Office Action, Funahashi 
et al. do not teach a) a supporting section attached to the voice coil body and b) the 
inner circumferential portion of the suspension holder disposed on a top surface of 
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the supporting section, as required by claim 1. In addition, Funahashi et al. do not 
disclose or suggest that an inner circumferential portion of the suspension holder is 
spaced apart from the voice coil body, as required by claim 1 (emphasis added). 
Instead, Funahashi et al. teach that suspension holder 25 is "linked" with voice coil 
member 15 (Paragraph [0053]). Furthermore, because Funahashi et al. do not teach 
a supporting section, suspension holder 25 cannot be spaced apart from voice coil 
member 15, and still be linked with voice coil member 15. Thus, Funahashi et al. do 
not include all of the features of claim 1. 

Matsuda et al. disclose, in Fig. 2, speaker 10 including speaker cone 8 and 
damper 2 that are secured to voice coil bobbin 3 with adhesive A. Damper 2 is 
placed between frame 1 and voice coil bobbin 3. Speaker cone 8 is coupled to a 
leading end of voice coil bobbin 3. (Col. 2, lines 29-32 and col. 2, lines 41-56.) 
Speaker 10 also includes damper ring 11 fitted around and fixed to a portion of voice 
coil bobbin 3 behind the coupling positions to damper 2 and speaker cone 8. (Col. 2, 
lines 53-56). 

Matsuda et al., however, do not disclose or suggest that the suspension 
holder has an inner circumferential portion which is spaced apart from the voice coil 
body , as required by claim 1 (emphasis added). Instead, Matsuda et al. shows, in 
Fig. 2, that damper 2 is connected to voice coil bobbin 3 . Thus, Matsuda et al. do 
not include all of the features of claim 1 and do not make up for the deficiencies of 
Funhashi et al. Accordingly, allowance of claim 1 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 2 and 3, although not identical to claim 1, include features similar to 
claim 1 which are neither disclosed nor suggested by the cited art. Accordingly, 
allowance of claims 2 and 3 is respectfully requested for at least the same reasons as 
claim 1. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the above-identified 
application is in condition for allowance, which action is respectfully requested. 




Lawrence E. Ashery, Reg. No. 34,515 
Deborah M. Grove, Reg. No. 61,091 
Attorney and Agent for Applicants 
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